Extract  from  Medical  Times  of  24tli  May,  1 851. 


"  Suum  ciiique  b-ibiiito." 


Sir, —  The  practice,  I  believe,  is  peculiar  to  the  healing  art,  that  the  me- 
moirs of  its  living  members  are  recorded,  aud  illustrated  with  lithographed 
likenesses,  in  the  medical  periodicals  of  the  day.    The  clergy,  of  all  classes, 
have  long  been  proverbially  prone  to  transmit  their  portraits  to  posterity  be- 
fore they  have  become  themselves  heirs  of  immortality ;  but  as  to  writing  and 
reading  their  own  lives,  they  have  consistently  adhered  to  the  text,  "  that 
they  may  rest  from  their  labours,"  in  the  hope  that  "  their  works  do  follow 
them."   There  is  no  valid  objection,  that  the  faithful  and  pleasing  pictures  of 
eminent  men,  either  in  science  or  literature,  should  not  be  engraved  to  the 
fullest  extent  and  taste  of  their  admirers.   All  such  productions  promote  the 
progress  of  art,  and  their  diffusion  tends  to  stimulate  latent  talent,  and  to  con- 
jure up  and  preserve  the  best  feelings  of  our  nature.  But  it  is  a  different  thing 
altogether  to  write  the  history  of  a  man's  life,  and  of  his  professional  transac- 
tions, before  the  grave  has  closed  upon  him.    Such  a  measure  is  calculated  to 
pander  too  much  to  vanity,  and  the  less  estimable  sentiments  of  humanity. 
Knowledge  never  seeks  to  puff  itself  up.  and  true  merit  repudiates  every  at- 
tempt to  blazon  its  own  doings.    One  advantage,  however,  accompanies  auto- 
biographical productions,  viz.  —  that  all  errors  and  mistakes  committed  therein, 
are  more  easily  rectified  when  they  appear,  than  if  claims  to  inventions,  and 
pretensions  to  discoveries  had  been  advanced  at  more  distant  periods  of  time. 
I  have  been  led  to  make  these  observations  by  a  perusal  of  the  Biographical 
Sketch  of  Professor  Syme,  which  appeared  in  a  London  weekly  periodical  of 
the  1st  of  February,  1851 ;  and  by  an  editorial  notice  of  the  subject  to  which 
my  attention  was  drawn,  contained  in  the  last  April  number  of  the  Edinburgh 
Journal  of  Medical  Science.   In  the  sketch  referred  to,  it  is  stated,  respecting 
excision  of  the  maxiUary  bones,  that  "Mr.  Syme  was  the  first  surgeon  in  Great 
Britain  who  excised  the  superior  maxillary  bone ;  and  the  case  in  which  he 
did  so,  is  the  earliest  on  the  records  of  surgery,  1829;"  and  the  same  claim  is 
made  in  the  Edinburgh  Journal,  p.  377,  in  which  an  extract  is  given  from  an 
article  in  the  Dublin  Medical  Press,  where  its  editor  comments  upon  the  dif- 
ferent modes  of  incision  practised  and  recommended  by  Professor  Syme  at 
different  periods;  and  occasion  is  thereby  taken,  injustice  to  Mr.  Syme  (?)  to 
remark,  that  Mr.  Syme's  claim  is  not  to  the  mode  of  incision  by  which  the 
operation  was  first  performed  by  him,  but  to  the  operation  itself.   For  both 
these  quotations  I  hold  Mr.  Syme  responsible,  presuming  that  he  furnished 
materials  for  his  own  memoirs,  and  because  he  is  well  known  to  exercise  a 
very  controlling  influence  over  the  pages  of  tlio  Northern  Luminary.    An  im- 
partial inquiry  into  the  Uterature  of  the  operation  for  removing  the  superior 
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maxillary  bone,  led  me  to  adopt  the  motto  prefixed  to  this  communication  ; 
and  I  feel  confident,  from  your  character  as  an  independent  and  faithful 
journalist,  that  you  will  not  hesitate  to  give  publicity  to  my  narrative. 

Prior  to  182C,  the  mode  of  treating  malignant  tumours,  seated  in  the  antrum, 
consisted  in  partial  excision  of  the  diseased  parts,  and  in  their  destruction  by 
means  of  caustics,  cautery,  &c.  As  all  these  means  had  failed  to  arrest  the 
progress  of  this  destructive  and  painful  species  of  tumour,  it  occurred  to  Pro- 
fessor Lizars,  that  the  entire  extirpation  of  the  superior  maxillary  bone  itself, 
held  out  the  only  reasonable  prospect  of  relief  Accordingly,  in  the  letter- 
press attached  to  Part  IX.  of  his  "  System  of  Anatomical  Plates,"  — a  work 
highly  and  justly  celebrated  —  he  has  explained  his  reasons  for  suggesting  such 
an  operation,  and  given  full,  minute,  and  circumstantial  details  of  the  mode  in 
which  it  should  be  performed.  The  preface  bears  date  1825,  which  is  upwards 
of  three  years  antecedent  to  Mr.  Syme's  case  in  1829.  Professor  Lizars  also 
showed  the  gi*eat  advantage  of  the  operation  over  every  other  mode  of  remov- 
ing the  disease,  and  obviated  the  objections  which  might  be  raised  against  it. 
The  following  quotation  will  be  sufficient  to  substantiate  his  claim  of  origi- 
nating the  operation  —  "I  am,  therefore,  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  imless  we 
remove  the  whole  diseased  surface,  which  can  only  be  done  by  taking  away 
the  entire  superior  maxillary  bone,  we  merely  tamper  with  the  disease,  put 
our  patient  to  excruciatuig  suffering,  and  ultimately  to  death."  (P.  58.)  But 
Mr.  Syme  has  suppressed  all  knowledge  of  such  information,  and  in  his  pub- 
lished account  of  the  case  operated  upon  by  him,  and  of  the  reasons  that  led 
him  to  resort  to  and  adopt  the  operation,  he  acknowledges  no  authority  but 
his  own.  With  what  a  different  spirit  was  the  noble-minded  Listen  actuated, 
when  he  spoke  of  his  colleague's  claims,  in  his  "  Observations  on  Tumours  of 
the  Mouth  and  Jaws  "  —  a  paper  read  before  the  Royal  Medical  and  Chirur- 
gical  Society  of  London,  and  published  in  the  "  Medico-Chirurgical  Transac- 
tions" for  1836.  "  The  merit,"  says  he,  "  of  suggesting  the  possibility  and 
advantage  of  removing  the  entire  maxillary  bone  when  the  seat  of  disease,  is, 
without  doubt,  due  to  Professor  Lizars,  for  several  years  my  colleague  in  the 
Edinburgh  Royal  Infirmary.  The  proposal,  with  directions  for  the  operation, 
was  published  in  his  anatomical  work,  dated  182a."  But  Mr.  Liston  was  inca- 
pable of  any  dishonourable  appropriation,  for  his  houest  heart  and  honourable 
reputation  equally  despised  and  disowned  the  paltry  and  pilfering  acts  of 
detraction.  M.  Gensoul,  a  name  in  surgery  not  behind  that  of  Dupuytren"s, 
has,  at  page  12  of  his  "  Lettre  Chirurgicale  sur  quelques  Maladies  graves  du 
Sinus  MaxUlaire,"  acknowledged  Professor  Lizars'  claim.  The  merit  there- 
fore of  originating  the  operation,  and  showing  its  mode  of  performance,  is  due 
alone  to  Professor  Lizars,  aud  it  is  but  an  act  of  justice,  that  any  attempt  of 
indirectly  transferring  that  honour  to  another,  by  evasion  or  suppression  of  the 
truth,  should  be  exposed.  In  accordance  with  his  views,  Mr.  Lizars  had  re- 
course to  tliis  operation  in  1827,  for  a  medullary  sarcomatous  tumour  of  the 
antrum  ;  but  was  prevented  completing  it  by  "  the  ha)morrhagic  disposition  of 
the  gum  and  palate,"  though  he  had  previously  "  secured  the  common  carotid 
artery  of  the  affected  side."  The  patient  lost  upwards  of  two  pounds  of  blood 
in  a  few  seconds,  the  blood  welling  out  at  every  incision,  "  as  if  there  had  been 
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aueurism  by  anastomosis."'  The  patient  survived  tlie  attempt  seventeen  months, 
lingering  out  a  most  loathsome  existence,  and  suffering  great  agony."  Pro- 
fessor Lizars,  in  his  second  operation,  1st  August,  1829,  successfully  removed 
the  superior  maxillary  bone,  and  also  for  the  third  time  in  January  1830. 

In  examining  M.  Gensoul's  operative  labours  in  the  same  field,  we  find  from 
his  treatise  on  the  subject  referred  to  — 

1.  That  the  removal  of  the  superior  maxillary  bone  for  an  osteo-sarconiatous 
tumour  was  performed  for  the  first  time  by  him  in  the  "  Hotel  Dieu  de  Lyon," 
page  18,  "  le  26  Mai,  1827,  a  10  heures  du  matin,  en  presence  du  plusieurs  me- 
decins  distingues  de  Lyon,  et  d'un  grand  concurs  des  eleves." 

2.  In  the  same  hospital,  he,  for  the  second  time,  successfully  removed  the 
superior  maxillary  bone,  p.  30,  on  the  "  21  Janvier,  1828." 

3.  "  L'Ablation  du  maxillaire  superiem-,"  was  performed  for  the  third  time, 
p.  36,  "  le  23  Mars,  1829." 

4.  And  the  same  treatise  contains  an  account  of  the  fourth  operation,  p.  43, 
"Le  6  du  mois  d'Avril,  1829." 

Let  it  be  remarked,  that  all  these  operations  were  performed  before  the  one 
published  by  Mr.  Syme.  The  course  which  M.  Gensoul  pursued,  in  publishing 
the  result  of  his  experience,  stands  in  striking  contrast  to  the  rapid  announce- 
ment which  Professor  Syme  makes  to  the  world  of  his  isolated  doings,  and  the 
comparison  is  still  more  unfavourable  to  the  candour  of  the  Edinburgh  profes- 
sor, when  we  consider  his  attempt  in  directly  arrogating  to  himself,  and  indi- 
rectly detracting  from  others,  "  the  honour  to  whom  honour  is  due."  M.  Gen- 
soul published  his  cases  in  1833.   In  order  to  ascertain  the  remedial  value  of 
the  operation  in  preventing  recun-ences  of  the  diseases,  he  had  declined  pub- 
lishing the  operations  until  their  results  were  determined  by  time,  the  ultimate 
arbiter  which  alone  correctly  tests  the  truth  of  opinion  and  experiments.  The 
history  of  these  cases  shows,  that  in  the  first,  second,  and  fourth,  the  "  guirison 
fut  compute,"  after  the  lapse  of  four  and  five  years ;  and  that,  in  the  third  case, 
the  patient  was  relieved  of  the  disease  for  eighteen  months,  when  its  beneficial 
results  terminated,  death  having  occurred  "  deux  ans  apres  V operation, puis  re- 
puUulation."   But  what  information  does  Mr.  Syme's  case  afford  ?  Merely 
that  it  was  operated  upon  in  May,  and  its  history  written  in  a  month  after- 
wards, for  the  purpose  of  being  hurried  into  print  in  the  next  number  of  the 
Edinburgh  Medical  and  Surgical  Journal,  into  which  it  seems  to  have  been 
thrust  as  an  additional  communication.   He  could  not  wait  for  the  October 
number  of  that  journal,  wherein  the  first  quarterly  account  of  the  cases  treated 
in  the  hospital  where  the  operation  was  performed  appears.   In  that  report, 
its  author  shortly  expresses  himself  «  as  at  a  loss  to  account"  for  matters  pro- 
gressing favourably,  that  is,  in  three  months  after  the  operation.  But  here  the 
narrative  drops.    So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  trace  this  case  fm-ther  in 
Mr.  Syme's  Quarterly  Reports,  its  history  "  is  a  blank."    The  ultimate  result 
of  the  operation,  like  that  of  the  Perineal  Section,  is  never  told,  and  his  regard 
for  them,  like  Viola's  love,  lets  "  concealment  feed"  upon  them,  like  «  Patience 
on  a  monument  smiling  at  Death."    The  race,  wo  are  told,  is  not  to  the  swift ; 
but  surely,  he  that  claims  to  be  first,  should  have  no  place,  if,  when  weighed 
m  the  balance,  he  be  found  wanting.      I  am,  &c.  Schutatou. 
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